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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the prior art 
admitted by the applicant (Figure 2) in view of Hendrickson (U.S. Patent Application Publication 
No. 2002/0093994). 

Regarding claim 1, the prior art admitted by the applicant teaches a first photo-detector 
(reference numeral 235 in Figure 2), the first photo-detector operable to receive the first input 
data signal and operable to output a first electrical signal (reference numeral 215 in Figure 2); a 
phase-locked-loop (reference numeral 205 in Figure 2), the phase-locked-loop operable to 
receive a reference clock signal (reference numeral 210 in Figure 2)\ a clock-recovery circuit 
(reference numeral 220 in Figure 2), the clock-recovery circuit coupled to the phase-locked-loop 
(reference numeral 205 in Figure 2), the clock-recovery circuit operable to receive the first 
electrical signal (as seen in Figure 2)\ a first latch-decision circuit (reference numeral 225 in 
Figure 2), the first latch-decision circuit coupled to the clock-recovery circuit (reference numeral 
220 in Figure 2); a first latch (reference numeral 230 in Figure 2), the first latch coupled to the 
first latch-decision circuit (reference numeral 225 in Figure 2), the first latch operable to receive 
the first electrical signal (reference numeral 215 in Figure 2); a second photo-detector (reference 
numeral 265 in Figure 2) the second photo-detector operable to receive the second input data 
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signal and operable to output a second electrical signal (reference numeral 245 in Figure 2); a 
second latch-decision circuit (reference numeral 255 in Figure 2); and a second latch (reference 
numeral 260 in Figure 2), the second latch coupled to the second latch-decision circuit (reference 
numeral 255 in Figure 2), the second latch operable to receive the second electrical signal 
(reference numeral 245 in Figure 2). The prior art differs from the claimed invention in that 
prior art fails to specifically teach that the second latch-decision circuit coupled to the clock- 
recovery circuit. However, coupling a plurality of latches to a single clock-recovery circuit is 
well known in the art. Hendrickson, in the same field of optical receivers, teaches coupling a 
plurality of latches to a single clock recovery circuit (Figure 14). One skilled in the art would 
have been motivated to couple a plurality of latches to a single clock-recovery circuit in order to 
reduce the overall complexity and expense of the receiver circuit. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to couple a plurality of 
latches to a single clock-recovery circuit as taught by Hendrickson. 

Regarding claims 3 and 13, the prior art admitted by the applicant and Hendrickson teach 
that at least one at least one of the plurality of clock signals has a phase that is not equal to the 
phase of the reference clock signal (page 2 lines 8-15 of the applicant's specification and 
paragraph 0068 of Hendrickson). 

Regarding claims 4 and 14, the prior art admitted by the applicant teaches that the clock- 
recovery circuit is operable to extract timing information from the first electrical signal (page 2 
lines 18-20 of the specification). 

Regarding claims 5 and 15, the prior art admitted by the applicant teaches he first latch- 
decision circuit, based upon timing information received from the clock-recovery circuit, is 



Application/Control Number: 09/929, 1 50 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2633 

operable to determine a time to latch the first electrical signal (page 3 lines 1-5 of the 
specification). 

Regarding claim 6 and 16, the prior art admitted by the applicant teaches that the first 
latch-decision circuit (reference numeral 225 in Figure 2) is operable to receive the first electrical 
signal (reference numeral 215 in Figure 2). 

Regarding claim 7, the prior art admitted by the applicant teaches that the first latch- 
decision circuit (reference numeral 225 in Figure 2) is operable to receive the first electrical 
signal (reference numeral 215 in Figure 2) and the second latch-decision circuit (reference 
numeral 255 in Figure 2) is operable to receive the second electrical signal (reference numeral 
245 in Figure 2), 

Regarding claims 8 and 17 the prior art admitted by the applicant teaches that the first 
latch-decision circuit (reference numeral 225 in Figure 2) is operable to receive the first electrical 
signal (reference numeral 215 in Figure 2) and, based upon information extracted from the first 
electrical signal and timing information received from the clock-recovery circuit, is operable to 
determine a time to latch the first input signal (page 3 lines 1-5 of the specification). 

Regarding claims 9 and 18, the prior art admitted by the applicant teaches that the first 
photodetector includes a photodiode (page 2 line 5 of the specification). 

Regarding claims 10 and 19, the prior art admitted by the applicant teaches the first 
photo-detector is operable to receive an optical signal that is compliant with an optical signal 
defined in the InfiniBand specification (page 3 lines 15-18 of the specification). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , the prior art admitted by the applicant teaches a first photo-detector 
(reference numeral 235 in Figure 2), the first photo-detector operable to receive the first input 
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data signal and operable to output a first electrical signal (reference numeral 215 in Figure 2), a 
phase-locked-loop (reference numeral 205 in Figure 2), the phase-locked-loop operable to 
receive a reference clock signal (reference numeral 210 in Figure 2); a clock-recovery circuit 
(reference numeral 220 in Figure 2), the clock-recovery circuit coupled to the phase-locked-loop 
(reference numeral 205 in Figure 2), the clock-recovery circuit operable to receive the first 
electrical signal (reference numeral 215 in Figure 2); a latch-decision circuit (reference numeral 
225 in Figure 2), the latch-decision circuit coupled to the clock-recovery circuit (reference 
numeral 220 in Figure 2), a first latch (reference numeral 230 in Figure 2), the first latch coupled 
to the latch-decision circuit (reference numeral 225 in Figure 2), the first latch operable to 
receive the first electrical signal (reference numeral 215 in Figure 2); a second photo-detector 
(reference numeral 265 in Figure 2), the second photo-detector operable to receive the second 
input data signal and operable to output a second electrical signal (reference numeral 245 in 
Figure 2); and a second latch (reference numeral 260 in Figure 2, the second latch operable to 
receive the second electrical signal (reference numeral 245 in Figure 2). The prior art admitted 
by the applicant differs from the claimed invention in that it fails to specifically teach that the 
second latch coupled to the latch-decision circuit. However, Hendrickson in the same filed of 
optical receivers teaches it is well known in the art to couple a plurality of latches to a single 
latch-decision circuit (e.g. selectors 203/209 coupled to latches 201/205/21 1). One skilled in the 
art would have been motivated to couple a plurality of latches to a single latch decision circuit in 
order to reduce the overall cost and complexity of the receiver circuit. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to couple a plurality of 
latches to a single latch decision circuit as taught by Hendrickson. 
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3. Claims 20-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the prior art 
admitted by the applicant (Figure 2) in view of Wijntjes (U.S. Patent No. 6,718,143). 

Regarding claim 20, the prior art admitted by the applicant teaches a first photo-detector 
(reference numeral 235 in Figure 2), the first photo-detector operable to receive the first input 
data signal and operable to output a first electrical signal (reference numeral 215 in Figure 2); a 
second photo-detector (reference numeral 265 in Figure 2), the second photo-detector operable to 
receive the second input data signal and operable to output a second electrical signal (reference 
numeral 245 in Figure 2); a phase-locked-loop (reference numeral 205 in Figure 2), the phase- 
locked- loop operable to receive a reference clock signal (reference numeral 210 in Figure 2); a 
clock-recovery circuit (reference numeral 220 in Figure 2), the clock-recovery circuit coupled to 
the phase-locked-loop, the clock-recovery circuit operable to receive the first electrical signal 
(reference numeral 215 in Figure 2); a latch-decision circuit (reference numeral 225 in Figure 2), 
the latch-decision circuit coupled to the clock-recovery circuit (reference numeral 220 in Figure 
2); and a latch (reference numeral 230 in Figure 2), the latch coupled to the latch-decision circuit 
(reference numeral 225 in Figure 2). The prior art admitted by the applicant differs from the 
claimed invention in that it fails to specifically teach that the latch is operable to receive the first 
electrical signal and the second electrical signal. However, single latch units are well known in 
the art. Wijntjes, in the same field of endeavor, teaches it is well known that single latch units 
that receive a plurality of inputs are well known in the art (see "LATCH" in Figure 3). One 
skilled in the art would have been motivated to include a single latch unit as taught by Wijntjes 
in the device of the prior art admitted by the applicant in order to reduce the overall cost and 
complexity of the receiver. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the 



Application/Control Number: 09/929, 1 50 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2633 

time the invention was made to use a single latch as taught by Wijntjes in the device of the prior 
art admitted by the applicant. 

Regarding claim 22, the prior art admitted by the applicant and Hendrickson teach that at 
least one at least one of the plurality of clock signals has a phase that is not equal to the phase of 
the reference clock signal (page 2 lines 8-15 of the applicant's specification and paragraph 0068 
of Hendrickson). 

Regarding claim 23, the prior art admitted by the applicant teaches that the clock- 
recovery circuit is operable to extract timing information from the first electrical signal (page 2 
lines 18-20 of the specification). 

Regarding claim 24, the prior art admitted by the applicant teaches he first latch-decision 
circuit, based upon timing information received from the clock-recovery circuit, is operable to 
determine a time to latch the first electrical signal (page 3 lines 1-5 of the specification). 

Regarding claim 25, the prior art admitted by the applicant teaches that the first latch- 
decision circuit (reference numeral 225 in Figure 2) is operable to receive the first electrical 
signal (reference numeral 215 in Figure 2). 

Regarding claim 26, the prior art admitted by the applicant teaches that the first latch- 
decision circuit (reference numeral 225 in Figure 2) is operable to receive the first electrical 
signal (reference numeral 215 in Figure 2) and, based upon information extracted from the first 
electrical signal and timing information received from the clock-recovery circuit, is operable to 
determine a time to latch the first input signal (page 3 lines 1-5 of the specification). 

Regarding claim 27, the prior art admitted by the applicant teaches that the first 
photodetector includes a photodiode (page 2 line 5 of the specification). 
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Regarding claim 28, the prior art admitted by the applicant teaches the first photo- 
detector is operable to receive an optical signal that is compliant with an optical signal defined in 
the InfiniBand specification (page 3 lines 15-18 of the specification). 

Response to Arguments 
4. Applicant's arguments filed 12/28/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The applicant argues that the examiner fails to teach a "latch decision circuit" as 
claimed. However, the examiner disagrees. First, the examiner sees no difference between the 
latch-decision circuit claimed and the latch circuit taught by prior art. Furthermore, the latch- 
decision circuit as defined by the applicant in the specification does not provide enough 
information to distinguishes the latch decision circuit of the claimed invention from the latch 
circuit of the prior art. Applicant's definition further fails to convince the examiner that some 
type of structural difference exists between the latch-decision circuit claimed and the latch circuit 
of the prior art. Moreover, the applicant defines the latch-decision circuit as a simple latch 
circuit that runs a known algorithm to determine an appropriate time to latch. Clearly, the latch 
circuit of the prior art, running the same known algorithm, would produce the same results. 
Regardless, the examiner has not relied on the teachings of Hendrickson to provide the claimed 
latch-decision circuits, but has instead pointed to the applicant's own admitted prior art for the 
disclosure of the circuits. Having met the limitations for latch-decision circuits, the examiner 
then points to Hendrickson who, in the same field of endeavor, teaches that it is well known in 
the art to couple a plurality of latch circuits to a single clock recovery device. Clearly, one 
skilled in the art with latch-decision circuits in hand would not have been concerned with the 
type of latches taught by Hendrickson, but would instead appreciate Hendrickson' s disclosure of 
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a way of connecting a plurality of latches to a single clock recovery device. The examiner has 
further provided that one skilled in the art, via common sense or the knowledge generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art that reducing the number of required components 
would reduce the overall complexity and cost of the system, would have been motivated to 
follow the disclosure of the Hendrickson since it reduces the required number of clock recovery 
circuits. As such, the examiner maintains that the combination of references do in fact teach or 
at least suggest coupling a first and second latch-decision circuit to a clock recovery circuit. 

Next, the applicant argues that the examiner's use of Wijntjes is not permissible since 
Wijntjes teaches a latch coupled to a clock. However, the examiner is not relying on Wijntjes to 
teach the connections as claimed since the applicant's admitted prior art teaches the connections 
(e.g. a latch coupled to a latch decision circuit), but is merely noting that multi-input latches exist 
and are capable of receiving a plurality of electronic inputs. The examiner believes that one of 
ordinary skill in the art, via common sense or the knowledge generally available to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, would have recognized that reducing the number of required components 
would reduce the overall complexity and cost of the system, and would have been motivated to 
follow the disclosure of the Wijntjes since it reduces the required number of independent latches 
to a single plural input latch. As such, the examiner maintains that the combination of references 
do in fact teach or at least suggest the limitations of the claimed invention. 
5. In response to applicant's argument that latch-decision circuit is distinguishable from the 
latch circuit of the prior art since the latch-decision circuit is operable to determine an 
appropriate time to latch based on a known algorithm, a recitation of the intended use of the 
claimed invention must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the 
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prior art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior 
art structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. In a claim drawn 
to a process of making, the intended use must result in a manipulative difference as compared to 
the prior art. See In re Casey, 370 F.2d 576, 152 USPQ 235 (CCPA 1967) and In re Otto, 312 
F.2d 937, 939, 136 USPQ 458, 459 (CCPA 1963). 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Agustin Bello whose telephone number is (571) 272-3026. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Chan can be reached on (571)272-3022. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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■ Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
AB 
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